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Dialogue on the Vital Questions affecting the German Nation 


On April 29, 1966, the representatives of the central committee of the Socialist Unity 
Party of Germany, Paul Verner (centre) and Werner Lamberz (second from the left) 
met for first talks with the representatives of the national executive of the Social 
Democratic Party of Germany, Fritz Stallberg (left) and Hans Striefler (second from 
the right) at the House of the Central Committee of the SED. 
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Open Letter 

to the Delegates of the Dortmund Congress 

of the Social Democratic Party of Germany 

and to All Members and Friends of Social Democracy 


in West Germany 


Dear Comrades, 


The German workers in East and West-the strongest force of society— 
bear a high responsibility in ensuring that never again shall a war begin 
from German soil. Since an important part of the working class of the West 
German Federal Republic is organized in the Social Democratic Party of 
Germany (SPD) or sympathizes with it we turn to you in this Open Letter. 


The policy of atomic armament, the striving for an emergency 
constitution, the frontier and territorial demands of the ruling circles of 
West Germany cause us great concern, for this policy blocks any step 
to relaxation and understanding. A change in the situation and the 
safeguarding of peace for our people obviously depend to a high degree 
on the politically conscious joint action of the working class. 


The Socialist Unity Party of Germany (SED) and the SPD are by far 
the strongest parties of Germany. The German question will be blocked 
in the future, too, if the relations between these two largest German 
parties are characterized by hostility or the fact that they do not talk to 
each other; for the policy of the West German Christian Democratic 


Union/Christian Social Union (CDU/CSU) government has run into such 
a deep blind alley that only a further deepening and petrifying of Ger- 
many’s division can be expected from this side. 

The policy of the rapprochement of the SPD to the CDU, the policy of 
adaptation and embracement has now been tested to its end. It has 
been proved that this policy has not brought the favourable results 
expected by many social democrats. The hoped-for vote of confidence of 
the majority of the population of West Germany for the SPD failed to 
appear because the SPD policy voluntarily went into the blind alley in 
which the unsuccessful CDU policy firmly sits. 

The CDU was able to retain the government, it is true, but the distrust 
of large sections of the population towards its policy prevented it from 
attaining the absolute majority. The SPD did not win a majority, either, 
precisely because it had pursued a policy of adaptation to the CDU. It is 
clear that this way does not lead to success. The result of the Bundestag 
elections has encouraged the Bonn government to accentuate still further 
its aggressive course at home and abroad. Is the SPD to continue on this 
course, too? 
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Unfortunately it cannot be stated of some social democratic leaders 
that they have drawn the necessary conclusions from the elections. This 
becomes evident, for example, in the holding of talks on the emergency 
legislation and in refraining from a protest against the US aggression 
against Vietnam. When, for example, Helmut Schmidt identifies himself 
with the dirty war of the USA against the Vietnamese people he harms 
the German people and the prestige of West German Social Democracy. 

The SPD stands at the cross-roads. The continuation of the policy of 
adaptation to the CDU does harm to its prestige in broad sections of the 
population. It will never win a majority with a policy of community of 
interests with the CDU and not even attain decisive influence in a 
government of the Federal Republic. If the SPD wants to take over the 
leadership in West Germany it must obviously develop and make credible 
such a policy of its own that induces the majority of the population of 
the West German Federal Republic to say: We must give state power to 
this party, we can embrace the policy of this party with a good conscience. 

Naturally the CDU/CSU government knows precisely that its policy is 
in contradiction to the interests of the people. It is therefore preparing 
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a state of emergency dictatorship. Influential extremist right-wing circles 
of the CDU/CSU try to expand the Erhard government into a “strong 
government” to the right, at the same time camouflaging it by the 
inclusion of a few social democrats as a measure of concession. As 
history teaches, the kick will follow for the servant after he has done 
his duty. The CDU leadership openly declares that it has already included 
this kick in its plans. 

Naturally the policy of an SPD standing in formal “opposition” would 
be no less detrimental, an SPD whose delegates to the Bundestag now 
and then deliver right forceful-sounding speeches but in reality supports 
the CDU/CSU line on foreign policy, on the Germany policy, on the 
armaments policy and on economic policy and renounces any alternative. 

The elections have shown that the SPD cannot outbid the bourgeois 
parties in the tield of nationalist propaganda. Not a few West German 
social democrats are convinced that the activities of Wenzel Jaksch 
harm the SPD and lessen the credibility of its policy at home and 
abroad. 

Nor can the SPD ever overtrump the bourgeois parties in the field of 
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armament. It cannot do it in consideration of the mood of its members 
and potential voters. The partial support for the plans of the Erhard 
government aimed at the preparation of an emergency dictatorship elicits 
distrust among the working people. We also think that the SPD does not 
win voters when its leadership assumes—to put it conservatively—a vague 
attitude towards the question of the extended co-determination. We think 
that it would be fatal for the SPD if it allows itself to be utilized by the 
bourgeoisie against the trade unions. 

It would be necessary to develop an economic policy meeting the 
interests of the people to demarcate it trom the CDU. After Herr Erhard 
founded the formed society of big capital with its exploitation of man, 
the increase in the armament burdens and price increases, the working 
people expect an alternative, all the more so since the technical revolution 
and especially automation has tremendous effects for the working people 
under capitalism. The advocacy by the SPD of the “free market economy” 
of capitalism can obviously be no suitable way to win votes among the 
working people of West Germany. Today they can see for themselves 
how the capitalist “free market economy” enables a government of the 
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monopolies to make the people pay for a misquided policy by means of 
price and tariff increases and other burdens. 

The policy of a German party is primarily evaluated in terms of its 
position on the German question. 


The basic question is: 


1. Are you for negotiations and understanding between the govern- 
ments of the two German states with the aim of relaxation and the 
creation of the prerequisites for their cooperation and step-by-step 
unification? 

2. Where do you stand on the question of a peace treaty? What con- 
ception does the SPD have on the preparation and the content of 
the peace treaty? 

3. What is the united Germany for which you are striving to look like? 
Is it to be a Germany in which the people decide policy or are the 
multi-millionaires and Hitler generals to call the tune? 
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Is it to be a really democratic Germany in which the nazi officials 
who did our fatherland such frightful harm are removed from the 
state apparatus? 


Is it to be a Germany without militarism and neo-nazism or a 
Germany in which the people live under the mortal threat of the 
atomic bomb and the dictatorship of the armament millionaires? 


Is it to be a Germany of social justice or a Germany in which the 
employers’ associations rule? 


Is it to be a Germany in which the people shape intellectual life in 
the spirit of humanism or shall the capitalist opinion factories be 
allowed to deform and poison spiritual life? 


Let us frankly discuss these vital questions of our people, of democratic 
Germany. Once the SPD had a Germany plan. It abandoned it in favour 
of its community of interests with the Germany policy of the CDU. We 
think that the time has come for the members of the SPD and SED to 
have open and down-to-earth talks about the question on what kind of 
Germany we want, what character it is to have. 
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What is the way to reunification? 


It is clear that Adenauer’s German policy is stuck fast in a blind alley. 
This is the reason for the many discussions which are being held in West 
Germany now on how certain positions of the Adenauer policy of revenge 
can be eliminated and account taken of realities. In these discussions the 
perception is gaining ground that the German question cannot be settled 
without recognition and an understanding with the GDR, without recogni- 
tion of the existing trontiers and without readiness tor disarmament in 
Germany. Likewise no question of peace and security in Europe can be 
settled without the participation of the GDR on a basis of equality. 

We know today that a few social democratic leaders believed Adenauer, 
Strauss and Gerstenmaier that, after attaining a certain level of West 
German rearmament, the GDR, the Soviet Union and other socialist states 
could be blackmailed and an advance could be made, at first, to the 
Oder-Neisse frontier. They had the illusion that the SPD could obtain a 
leading role in the whole of Germany as the hangers-on of the Bonn 
government in the course of these operations. There are even a few SPD 
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officials who believe that such a risk, that is, the policy with the risk of 
war, must be included in the calculations. This has been expressed 
unmistakably by Herr Thomas. 

Let us assume that some social democrats advocated this nationalist 
policy of conquest in the belief that they could thus win the majority of 
the voters. The Bundestag elections have shown that this, too, was a false 
conclusion. Incidentally, are there really that many social democrats 
who are so foolish as to believe that the West German big capitalists 
want to conquer the GDR in order to weaken their own power position? 
Only fools can believe that such a policy could lead to a strengthening of 
social democratic positions. But a strengthening of the position of the 
West German monopoly capitalists means always and in every case a 
weakening of the positions of the SPD. The very preparation for this 
“route of risk’’ through militarization and emergency legislation is 
directed against the West German working people. And the war which is 
included in the calculations as a risk would certainly be the worst thing 
to occur for the SPD, too. We are firmly convinced that at least 95 per 
cent of all West German social democrats reject any idea of an escalation 
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of the risk of war and war in Germany with abhorrence and indignation. 

But the policy of the ruling forces of the West German big bourgeoisie 
constantly increases the risks of war. He who takes part in this 
dangerous game makes himself guilty before the German people. He 
shares guilt in the petrifying and deepening of the division of Germany. 


We think it would be tragic for the Germans and for Germany if the 
miscarried policy of the CDU/CSU were continued for another five or 
ten or more years. We are for an understanding between all opponents 
of German militarism, the atomic armament policy and neo-nazism. 


How is the German question to develop? 


Would it not be good, dear social democratic comrades, if once in a 
while you would exchange ideas with us on how things are to go on in 
Germany now and on the German question? We do not intend to inter- 
fere in your affairs. But he who wants to lead the German question out 
of the blind alley into which it has run as a result of the fatal policy 
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of the big bourgeoisie must also ask himself whether he can do this on 
his own. It seems to us indisputable that the SPD alone cannot lead the 
German question out of the blind alley. And if the SPD continues to 
pursue the German policy of the CDU/CSU every way out of the blind 
alley is barred. 

We frankly admit that the SED, too, cannot settle the German question 
alone. But the two biggest parties of Germany could make a joint decisive 
contribution to the settlement of the German question if they would find 
at least a minimum degree of rapprochement and agreement on the 
question of peace and cooperation in overcoming the division. 

It ought to be possible for the SED and the SPD to bring their positions 
closer to each other on the basis of such proposals, for example, as were 
submitted to the Bundestag of the West German Federal Republic by the 
Council of State of the German Democratic Republic in January 1966. 
They are: 

The two German states renounce atomic armament and participation 
in any form of control over atomic weapons; 

the two German states recognize the existing frontiers in Europe; 
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the German Democratic Republic and the West German Federal 
Republic, in the interest of European peace and European security, 
should establish diplomatic relations with all NATO states or with all 
states of the Warsaw Pact; 

the two German states should declare their readiness for negotiations 
on disarmament in Germany; 

the two German states should formally renounce such measures, laws 
and decrees which block the road to overcoming division and to 
reunification as, for example, atomic armament, emergency legislation, 
etc.; 

the governments of the two German states should enter into negotia- 
tions aimed at normalizing the relations between the two German states 
and their citizens. 

We should begin with disarmament in Germany. 

We must see clearly that the one-sided gearing of West Germany to 
the USA and its interests is incompatible with our concern for reunifica- 
tion. Only as an independent state tree from being tied to non-European 
influences can a united Germany develop cooperation with all sides and 
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play its role as a tactor stabilizing peace in Europe. Our proposals are 
aimed at the creation of the prerequisites for such a united Germany. 

We also feel that this united Germany will not be ruled by one party 
but be characterized by the ideas and conceptions of the SED and the 
SPD and all those Germans who sincerely cooperate in the great task of 
overcoming the division and forming Germany anew. 


Who is to exercise political power in a united German state 
of the future? 


Who-we ask-—is authorized to exercise political power in Germany? Is it 
to be the working class, as the strongest class of society, with its allies, 
the farmers, the intellectuals, the tradesmen and also democratic anti- 
imperialist circles of the bourgeoisie? Or is it to be the one hundred 
families of the multi-millionaires who, at present, through many levers of 
their powerful monopoly apparatus, direct all decisive power positions in 
the state and economy, army and police, the organs of justice and foreign 
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policy in the West German Federal Republic and also influence what is 
called public opinion? All these are questions which have to be deliberated 
before the reunification of Germany. 

The Socialist Unity Party of Germany pursues a clear policy in the 
interest of the entire German people. We are busy fulfilling the great 
historic task set the German working class by Marx, Engels, Bebel and 
Liebknecht. In the GDR the German people have realized their right to 
national and social self-determination under the leadership of the working 
class. Up till now, the West Germans have not made full use of the right 
to self-determination. 

Some social democratic comrades think that the development of the 
capitalist economy on the basis of a great scientific and technical progress 
has changed much as compared to earlier times and put new problems 
on the agenda. These new problems have to be mastered above all, they 
say. This is correct in so far as the scientific-technical development faces 
the SPD in capitalist West Germany as well as the SED in the socialist 
German Democratic Republic with not a few new problems. Undoubtedly 
these new problems must be mastered, too. 
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In the GDR, where the working people have state power and own 
the means of production, the situation is basically different from that in 
the West German Federal Republic where the big capitalist monopolies 
rule. We agree with the social democratic comrades that the technical 
revolution has led to such an economic concentration of capital and the 
political power of the monopoly rulers that the winning of the right of 
self-determination and real democracy through struggle has become a 
vital question for the working people. Precisely the scientific-technical 
revolution has put the social transformation in a democratic spirit on the 
agenda in a sharper from than ever betore. 


Dear Social Democratic Comrades, 


What seems more important to you, to persist in hardened antagonisms 
and prejudices of the past and thus leave the German question in the 
blind alley, or to seek new ways together with us? 

Is it not unnatural and in the long run intolerable that two German 
workers’ parties, the two largest parties of Germany, do not talk to each 
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other and should not have good relations with each other? The West 
German monopolists go to Leipzig and Berlin. They talk and negotiate 
with whatever government authorities and organizations of the German 
Democratic Republic they like. But the German workers in East and 
West shall not be allowed to talk to each another? Who gains from that? 
It is certain that this is not beneficial either to the West German working 
people or to working people in the GDR. 

On our side, on the side of the SED, there is no obstacle to a loyal 
cooperation with the SPD. Difficulties seem to be great on the side of the 
SPD, because in the SPD leadership a policy still prevails which rejects 
cooperation and understanding not only between the two largest parties 
of Germany but also between the governments of the two German states. 
It really is high time to create an atmosphere in the relations between 
our parties in which rapprochement and understanding on common 
interests and certain basic questions of the national problem prosper and 
old prejudices and distrust can be eliminated. 

Many social democrats fear that a decisive turn towards understand- 
ing between our parties would make social democracy go under. 
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We are convinced that these apprehensions will turn out to be unfounded 
for a party like the SPD which has such deep roots in the people and a 
solid organization and is voted for by over 13 million West German 
citizens does not need to fear going under. Neither the SPD nor the SED 
need to take into account a “route of risk’ in their cooperation. We do 
not understand under the cooperation which has become historically 
necessary that each of these two largest parties of Germany should try to 
overreach its partner. Cooperation as we see it could only prosper in 
loyal relations on the basis of equal rights, in an atmosphere of mutual 
contidence, mutual respect and-when it is desired by one of the 
partners—mutual support. 

May as many social democrats as possible in West Germany make up 
their minds to form their own judgment after due deliberation. May they 
come to the German Democratic Republic and have a look here at the 
results of our policy and our work. Certainly a few things will appear 
strange to them. Perhaps they will not all at once agree with everything; 
and may well reject a few things. But when they look at things with 
open eyes and without prejudice they will undoubtedly soon find that 
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we here in the German Democratic Republic have achieved many of those 
things for which social democrats have struggled during this century and 
before. 

West German social democrats should also take cognizance of the 
fact that our successes in various fields are not least due to the work 
and the struggle of social democrats, for the Socialist Unity Party of 
Germany has made use of the valuable experience of hundreds of 
thousands of former members of the Social Democratic Party as well as 
of the Communist Party. Communists and social democrats united in the 
Socialist Unity Party of Germany precisely because they had come to see 
that they must unite their forces, experience and knowledge in order to 
accomplish the great work jointly. 

Communists and social democrats—united in the Socialist Unity Party 
of Germany-—have furnished fundamental proof in the GDR, along with 
the great performances clearly visible in the fields of education, the 
school system, youth policy, justice, the equality of rights of women, etc.; 
they have proved by deeds that in a highly developed industrial state 
the working people are able to direct not only the state but also the 
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economy, not only municipal and rural communities but also the large 
industrial enterprises and the entire complicated economy. 

This means that in twenty years the working class in alliance with the 
farmers, intellectuals and craftsmen under the leadership of the SED has 
shown that Germany, too, can manage without big shareholders. We 
have proved that the working people or-as they are called in West 
Germany-the Arbeitnehmer have the strength and ability to guide and 
further develop the state and economy. 

At present the social democrats in West Germany are confined to 
participation in government at the provincial level and elsewhere 
especially in the management of cities and communities. But here already 
many social democratic comrades have developed great expert knowledge 
and outstanding abilities. Their work deserves recognition. But too 
narrow limits are placed on the activity of these social democratic com- 
rades in the West Germany of today by the CDU/CSU policy of the 
federal government. 

We are convinced that in this big band of social democratic and trade 
unionist politicians, economists and administrative experts there are 
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enough great gifts and abilities to prove at any time in West Germany, 
too, that they are able to guide the state and economy, and not only in 
such a way that things simply go on but that they go forward better than 
hitherto. But we do not want to give you instructions, dear social demo- 
cratic comrades, as to how you could best make progress in West 
Germany. We think, however think that a greater emphasis on the strength 
of the West German working people could also contribute to finally lead- 
ing the German question out of the blind alley of the CDU/CSU policy. 

In order to make a breach in the barriers which block the way to 
the overcoming of the German division we propose the setting up of 
a body betore the end of 1966 for the open discussion between Germans 
from East and West. 

It should offer the opportunity to state openly the often still 
antagonistic standpoints and conceptions and to seek jointly for 
possibilities to resolve them. It could deliberate alternately in the Ger- 
man Democratic Republic and in the West German Federal Republic. Its 
composition on a parity basis should comprise all sections of the people 
in the GDR and in West Germany, if possible. 
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We propose as participants in this great all-German deliberation: 


representatives of the Socialist Unity Party of Germany, representatives 
of the Social Democratic Party of Germany and representatives of the 
Communist Party of Germany; 

representatives of the Confederation of Free German Trade Unions 
from the GDR and the German Trade Union Federation from West 
Germany; 

representatives of the Christian Democratic Union from the GDR and 
representatives of the Christian Democratic Union from West Germany; 

representatives of the Liberal Democratic Party from the GDR and 
representatives of the Free Democratic Party from West Germany; 

representatives of the Democratic Farmers’ Party from the GDR and 
representatives of the farmers’ associations from West Germany; 

representatives of the National Democratic Party from the GDR and 
representatives of the Christian Social Union from West Germany; 

representatives of the German Peace Union of West Germany and of 
the Peace Committee of the GDR; 
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representatives of the Women’s Democratic Federation from the GDR 
and representatives of the West German women’s organizations; 

representatives of the Free German Youth from the GDR and 
representatives of the youth associations from West Germany. 

We know that the calling into existence of such an all-German 
discussion, which could break the ice of the German question, could not 
be guaranteed if the SED and the SPD do not reach agreement before- 
hand on a few joint proposals. For this purpose a meeting of represent- 
atives of the SED and the SPD should take place as soon as possible. 

Subjects for the first deliberations of this first all-German body will 
certainly be proposed from various sides. 


Dear Social Democratic Comrades, 


We ask you to read this our contribution to the unfreezing of the German 
question from the ice of the cold war attentively and to discuss it with 
your friends. One day we must begin to jointly seek the way to overcome 
the German division. 
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The dangers to peace in Germany and Europe must grow greater if 
understanding between the SED and the SPD cannot be reached and 
reunification will be shifted to the ever more distant future. But if 
-despite the differences of opinion on many basic questions—a peace 
of understanding tor the reconciliation of the SED and SPD, for their 
understanding on the great responsibility ot the two strongest German 
parties tor the destiny of Germany could be attained the further develop- 
ment of the German question would have been brought onto a good path. 

In this spirit we wish the coming congress of the SPD success. 


With socialist greetings, 


Central Committee of the Socialist Unity Party of Germany 


Walter Ulbricht 
First Secretary 
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Open Answer of the SPD 
to the Open Letter of the SED of 7 February 1966 


The Executive of the Social Democratic Party of Germany (SPD) has 
noted the political call which the Socialist Unity Party of Germany (SED) 
has published in the form of an “Open Letter to the Delegates of the 
Dortmund Congress of the Social Democratic Party of Germany and All 
Members and Friends of Social Democracy in West Germany”. 

The SPD Executive has firstly to make two fundamental statements: 

1. According to its basic program, the SPD has been making efforts 
to ensure that democracy shapes the state and life of society because 
democracy alone expresses respect for the dignity of man and his 
personal responsibility. 

2. The SPD supports the Basic Law of the Federal Republic of 
Germany. Thus it supports Article 146 of this constitution, which states: 
“This Basic Law loses its validity on that day on which a constitution 
comes into force which has been freely adopted by the German people.” 

The Open Letter shows that the communist SED stands by its role as 
a monopolistic party in the Soviet-controlled part of Germany. As before, 
the SED intends to remove the basis of a free democratic order within 
the area of validity of the Basic Law in accordance with its own concep- 
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tions. That is why the SPD Executive does not respond to an SED 
suggestion contained in a message to the SPD chairman that the SPD 
should present its opinion “in joint discussions between representatives 
of our parties”. 

There can be no joint discussions between the SPD and SED regarding 
the basic questions of democracy because it is the declared policy of the 
SED to replace the free democratic order by a monopolistic party rule. 

In spite of this the SPD Executive has decided to give an open reply 
to the Open Letter of the SED so as to open the exchange of arguments 
on basic questions of German policy before the whole nation. The SPD 
Executive does not conceal that it finds it very difficult to take as a 
starting point for public discussion the Open Letter signed by the same 
man who could cause the order to fire to be withdrawn. Again and again 
people become victims of this order to fire, people who in their despair 
seek a way out of the blind alley and cementation of the German division. 

We therefore ask how can one openly and impartially discuss in 
Germany, if people are fired at when they want to escape from the part 
of their German fatherland separated by mines, the wall and barbed 
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wire? Or simply because they want to travel from Germany to Germany 
~—to their relatives, friends, to their fellow countrymen. 

In spite of the fundamental differences which exist in divided Ger- 
many in the structure of the state, human rights and the claims of the 
state, it must be possible, after all, not to have people pay with blood, life 
and personal liberty for the fact that no way has yet been found to 
overcome the division of Germany. Even if the SED-—with Soviet power, 
on which it relies-wants to continue to keep separate under its rule a 
part of the historic German state in order to use it as a dead pledge in 
the negotiations which will come sooner or later, on peace in Europe, it 
must be possible for reasons of humanity to end the firing on people at 
the demarcation line! 

The Open Letter the SED said: “May as many social democrats as 
possible in West Germany make up their minds to form their own judge- 
ment after due deliberation. May they come to the German Democratic 
Republic and have a look here at the results of our policy and our work.” 

On this there is first to be said: We do not want any special rights 
for the members of our party and would not take advantage of 
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preferential treatment. The Open Letter throws out the question whether 
the “workers from East and West” should not be allowed to talk together. 
Since the end of 1964 it has been possible-if only once a year—for older 
people of retirement age to travel from East to West. It must surely be 
possible for all our sakes to expand step by step within Germany such 
possibilities to travel! Our unchanged aim is the restoration of complete 
freedom of movement for all Germans. 

Our second question is: 

Is the SED prepared to permit not only chosen functionaries, but every 
member of its party and all “citizens of the GDR’’-not only old-age 
pensioners-—to visit the Federal Republic and to form their own judgement 
of the actual situation? 

In the SED’s Open Letter it is stated: ‘The policy of a German party 
is primarily evaluated in terms of its position on the German question.” 
We do not want to twist the meaning of this sentence. According to what 
precedes this sentence in the text of the Open Letter, it cannot be over- 
looked that the SED mechanically generalizes its own conceptions on 
Germany. To put it bluntly: The SED would like the Social Democratic 
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Party of Germany to adopt the policy conceived by the Central Committee 
of the SED. A solution of the German question—on which a stable peace 
in Europe depends-will, however, be possible only 

if no political party forces its view upon another political party, 

in all parts of Germany every party has the possibility of openly and 
without hindrance upholding its conceptions and the people can freely 
decide for whom every individual shall cast his vote. 

This is the view of the Social Democratic Party of Germany. 

It would be a step forward if the authorities in the sphere of validity 
of the Constitution of the “GDR” guaranteed the observance of the clear 
text of the Constitution. 

The differing views on state legality in the two parts of Germany and 
the claims ensuring therefrom must not be an obstacle to arrangements 
which guarantee the people in the whole of Germany the exercise of their 
human rights in accordance with the United Nations Charter. 

Our third question is therefore: 

Is the SED prepared, within the scope of its responsibility, to help 
ensure that the life of the people in divided Germany is eased? 


39 


The Open Letter is silent on the German capital Berlin. Why? The 
SED cannot evade the fact that only one single Social Democratic Party 
of Germany exists, to which a Berlin district executive with the same 
rights belongs. Its organization in East Berlin had to be dissolved in 
1961 after building of the wall because the members there were separated 
from the party proper and intolerably hindered in the exercise of their 
legal activities, although the four-power decisions of 1946 envisaged the 
unhampered activity of the SPD and the SED in the whole of Berlin. On 
this is based, as is known, the activity of the SED in West Berlin. 

The SED knows that the chairman of the Social Democratic Party of 
Germany is also the governing mayor of Berlin. The particular status, 
which is an outcome of the post-war decisions, continues to possess legal 
validity for the whole of Berlin, also for the eastern sector, with the 
agreement of the three powers and in accordance with the will of the 
people. West Berlin, in the course of years—with the toleration of the 
Soviet Union—has been integrated into the currency and legal system of 
the Federal Republic. 

The SED has prepared and inflamed a serious crisis. In this, the ulti- 
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matum of Soviet Prime Minister Khrushchov and the building of the wall 
were negative points. The SED continues to try to isolate West Berlin. 
Such a course against Berlin encounters the resistance of the SPD. 

The legal and political status of West Berlin retains validity until 
reunification. To assail this means to run the risk of sparking off a new 
international crisis. The SPD would regard this as a fateful road. If the 
SED in this field wanted to act matter-of-factly no one could hinder it 
from creating an improved situation, for example, concerning traffic 
connections from and to West Berlin as well as connections within Berlin. 
This also applies for possibilities for West Berliners to visit East Berlin 
and the Zone. 

Accordingly, our fourth question is: 

Is the SED prepared to renounce its hostile and vexatious attitude 
towards Berlin? 

The Socialist Unity Party views as a “basic question” ‘negotiations 
and understanding between the governments of the two German states 
with the aim of relaxation and the creation of the prerequisites for 
their cooperation and step-by-step unification.” 
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The Social Democratic Party of Germany in contrast to the Socialist 
Unity Party of Germany holds the view that the laying down of the 
German frontiers was postponed until a peace treaty settlement in the 
Potsdam Agreements of the allied powers at that time, and that Germany 
continues to exist as a whole, from the point of view of international law, 
within its borders of 1937 until such a date. 

It would be best for the whole German people if open and public 
discussion was conducted on the basic questions relating to an aspired 
peace settlement for a reunited Germany and relations with its neigh- 
bours. Instead of blocking this discussion all along through placing in 
the forefront opposing conceptions on questions of state legality, a way 
should be found to give all German parties the possibility of presenting 
their views in all parts of Germany without interference. 

If in this connection special arrangements are called for first, they 
could be made after all parties had given express assurance that such an 
agreement is not linked with the adoption or recognition of regional, 
administrative or official names or terms of the other side. The different 
conceptions on the claims of state in the two parts of Germany and on 
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lawful regulations valid in either parts should not be allowed to hamper 
the political parties in frankly setting forth their opinions concerning 
Germany’s position and role in Europe and the path to a peace order of 
equal partners. 

Our fifth question is: 

Is the SED ready for a frank discussion in both parts of Germany? 

In its Open Letter the SED gave broad space to those proposals which 
“were submitted to the Bundestag of the West German Federal Republic 
by the Council of State of the German Democratic Republic” as it is 
expressed in the Open Letter. We comment on this: 

The SPD is for general, internationally controlled disarmament. It 
supports every step in the direction of such disarmament and makes 
efforts, therefore, to bring about agreements on the limitation of 
armament. 

In the German Bundestag it worked for the ratification of the Treaty 
on the Stopping of Atomic Weapon Tests above the Earth although it 
regretted that this agreement brings about but a very limited restriction 
of atomic armament. The SPD will work for further steps of this kind. 
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In doing so it will repeatedly make efforts to eliminate one of the 
essential causes of international tensions and antagonisms, namely, the 
division of Germany. The SPD does not make its agreement for steps to 
armament limitations and disarmament dependent on the express con- 
nection of the settlement of the German question with every step. 
Conversely, it cannot remain silent when pretended steps to armament 
limitation are in reality only to be utilized to perpetuate the division of 
the state. 

Despite all contrasts in the points of view in the German question all 
sides in Germany should prove their interest in not making Germany an 
additional centre of tension in our world which is unfortunately rich in 
tensions and conflicts. Not from our side, but from the signer of the 
Open Letter came the utterance in 1960 that conflict would be preferred 
if one is confronted with the choice of either maintaining the present 
status of Berlin or invoking a conflict in the case of its being changed. 
We hope and expect that this playing with war belongs to the past. 

Our sixth question is: Is the SED ready to stop playing with war? 

The SED could have renounced recalling in its own way the forcible 
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incorporation of the social democrats in the Unity Party in 1946. 
Suppression in the zone belongs to the most painful experiences of 
German social democracy. The SED must realize that our great distrust 
of its words is based on many bitter experiences. 

It is now, however, a question of whether our people can be given the 
opportunity to freely discuss steps on the alleviation of the effects of 
state division for the people and the beginnings of the step-by-step 
overcoming of the division. 

After the development of the last twenty years the SPD does not 
consider it useful to enter into a discussion which pretends that a settle- 
ment of the German question essentially depends only on the factors 
which are effective in Germany. The unification of the Germans depends 
on many factors which on the German side can be influenced only 
indirectly. But the great aims must not be the pretext to omit practically 
possible steps. Steps which are possible today are those which ease life 
for the people in divided Germany and strengthen the consciousness of 
belonging together. In this field it will be proved what is the real value 
of the Open Letter of the SED. 
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The SPD is against a hushing up of antagonisms and differences of 
opinion. 

All prerequisites for cooperation between the two parties, the SPD and 
SED, are lacking. The social democrats cannot be persuaded into popular 
front manceuvres. Developments must show what the parties do in their 
respective spheres of influence and if it is possible for them to provide 
the prerequisites for the solution of practical questions despite those 
differences of opinion which cannot be brought into agreement. Farther- 
reaching developments could be positively influenced through the solution 
of practical questions in the interest of the people in the two parts of 
Germany. To be active for people in divided Germany means freedom 
of movement in Berlin. It means neighbourhood traffic at the zonal 
frontiers. It means the exchange in the fields of economy and culture 
freed from unnecessary fetters, including experiences in the problems of 
the technical revolution. 

Thus our seventh question is: 

Does the SED intend to work for practical alleviations in divided 
Germany? 
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The SED has proposed in its Open Letter “the setting up of a body 
before the end of 1966 for the open discussion between Germans from 
East and West”. 

Against this, the SPD proposes as the next step introducing the frank 
discussion of all parties in all parts of Germany. This means that the 
prerequisites should be created in all localities so that representatives of 
the parties represented in the German Bundestag and in the People’s 
Chamber are able to openly set forth, advocate and dispute their con- 
ceptions on the German question. 

This is not a question which concerns the SPD alone. It concerns all 
parties, and it concerns the parties speaking for the entire people. 

From the way in which this our attitude is published in the zone and 
from the other reactions of the SED conclusions will be drawn as to 
whether prerequisites are given for an all-round German discussion. We 
shall acquaint readers of our open reply also with the text of the Open 
Letter of the SED although it contains a completely falsified and distorted 
description of the real conditions in the Federal Republic and the policy 
of the SPD. 
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We are aware of the fact that our proposal is not more than a remedy, 
but we think an attempt should at least be made with this remedy to 
start open talks. It must be guaranteed that this does not entail any 
disadvantage for anyone who frankly utters his opinion in such dis- 
cussions. 
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Reply of the Central Committee of the SED 

to the “Open Reply” of the Executive of the SPD 

to the Delegates of the Dortmund SPD Congress 
and to All Members and Friends of Social Democracy 


in West Germany 


Dear Comrades! 


On 7 February 1966 the Open Letter of the Central Committee of the 
Socialist Unity Party of Germany, addressed to the delegates of the 
Dortmund Congress of the SPD and to all members and friends of the 
Social Democratic Party in West Germany, was conveyed to SPD Chair- 
man Willy Brandt. On 11 February 1966 this Open Letter was published 
in the press of the German Democratic Republic. 

On 19 March 1966 we received the text of its reply from the SPD 
Executive. It shows that, despite many differences of opinion on principal 
questions, the dialogue of the German workers’ parties, the dialogue 
between the SPD and the SED has begun. 

We agree with the SPD Executive that it is necessary “to open the 
exchange of arguments on basic questions of German policy before the 
whole nation.” 

And we can also state that the SPD Executive is of one opinion with us 
that the policy of a German party must be measured by its attitude to 
the German question. 
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We stated this in our Open Letter. In order not to remain general we 
mentioned the fundamental questions at stake today in Germany. They 
are the questions: 

1. Are you for negotiations and understanding between the govern- 
ments of the two German states with the aim of relaxation and the 
creation of the prerequisites for their cooperation and step-by-step 
unification? 

2. Where do you stand on the question of a peace treaty? What con- 
ception does the SPD have on the preparation and the content of 
the peace treaty? 

3. What is the united Germany for which you are striving to look like? 
Is it to be a Germany in which the people decide policy or are the 
multi-millionaires and Hitler generals to call the tune? 

The reply of the SPD Executive does not yet give an answer to these 

key questions. 

Obviously the SPD Executive has hardly dealt with the German 
question because it would like to represent a joint policy together with 
the CDU and FDP. An adjustment to the Germany policy of the CDU/ 
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CSU, however, would be an adjustment to a shipwrecked German policy 
whose complete unsuitability has been sufficiently proved in the past 
two decades. At the same time this would be the renunciation of one’s own 
social democratic conception as to the solving of the German problems. 
This is not the way to overcome the division of Germany. 

Another way must be found. 

The post-war period is ended. Among the workers and farmers of 
West Germany, in many circles of the intelligentsia and the bourgeoisie 
the aim and the readiness is also growing to help ensure that no new pre- 
war period begins. We are convinced that it is also the wish of the majority 
of the West Germans that everything will be done to avoid a new war 
starting from German soil and that the gulf between the two German 
states will not deepen, but that the path of rapprochement will be taken. 

Social democratic politicians have expressed the suspicion that by our 
initiative aimed at rapprochement and cooperation of the two parties, we 
want to confuse the SPD or even put it under tutelage. We expressly 
declare that our initiative and our proposals are solely aimed at an 
understanding. For this reason also we refrain from reacting to certain 
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slips in the direction of personal defamation and offensive insinuations 
contained in the Open Reply of the SPD Executive. We are of the opinion 
that it better serves our great concern to exchange opinions objectively 
—however much they may differ at first-and to aim at a good result. 

In our reply we shall at first concentrate on some main questions and 
assume that in the course of the exchange of opinions additional questions 
can be discussed and also clarified. 

In our view it is in first line important for the two largest German 
parties, the SED and the SPD, to exchange their conceptions on the 
problems concerning war and peace, disarmament and European security, 
the safeguarding of democracy and preparing the path for a peaceful 
settlement of the German question. If a rapprochement were possible in 
this field, other questions could be more easily solved. We suggested to 
the West German social democrats neither a merger of our parties nor the 
formation of a people’s front. One thing, however, is certain. Should a 
unification of the two German states be brought about, then the co- 
operation of SED and SPD and all workers’ organizations here and in 
West Germany is inevitable. To insist on non-cooperation would mean 
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insisting on the continuation and hardening of the division of Germany. 
This would only assist those forces which split Germany and which are 
not interested in a united, peaceful and democratic Germany. 


Dear Comrades! 


We must admit that in your Open Reply the difference between your 
Germany policy and the German policy of the CDU/CSU, which everyone 
knows to be in a hopeless blind alley, does not become visible. Formerly 
the SPD had a Germany plan of its own. It abandoned it in June 1960 in 
a declaration in the Bundestag in favour of a joint policy with the 
CDU/CSU. This, however, was not rewarding for social democracy. Why, 
then, must the SPD join the CDU/CSU policy in a blind alley? 

As is known, the Germany policy of the CDU is based on considering 
the GDR as a no-man’s land and to prepare to conquer it. But everyone 
should know that this is not a German policy but a policy of the destruc- 
tion of Germany. Anyone who propagates and prepares X day, pro- 
pagates and prepares the day null for Germany, the day of destruction. 
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The Open Reply correctly states that, regardless of all points of view 
on the German question, Germany must not become an additional centre 
of tension. But in particular the completely unreal insistence on the 
frontiers of 1937, for instance, is a dangerous element of tension. It kin- 
dles illusions, encourages the unteachables and increases the danger of 
war. 

Neither the German social democrats nor the German communists are 
responsible for the wars of conquest of the German big bourgeoisie. It 
has always been the aim to change the frontiers. But what was the result? 

Tremendous losses of property and blood have been caused by German 
high finance, their Ludendorffs and Hitlers. Just look at the German map 
of 1914, then at that after 1918 and then at that of 1945! The frontiers of 
1914, then those of after 1918 and 1937-they were irrevocably gambled 
away by the big German capitalists and big landowners. They wanted to 
increase their power by ever greater predatory wars and thus made Ger- 
many ever smaller and finally split it. And what would be left of Ger- 
many after a third war? Those who want to change frontiers which have 
been existing for 20 years are taking war into account as a means of 
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policy. The CDU is doing this consciously. And what is the stand of the 
social democrats? 

Unfortunately the German working class was not able to prevent the 
launching of two world wars from German soil which brought so much 
disaster to so many peoples. The German working class, its parties and 
organizations, must and can today prevent a third world war—a war which 
would be conducted with atomic arms—from being launched from German 
soil. 

The Open Reply explains that after the development of the past twenty 
years the SPD does not consider it useful to enter a discussion which 
pretends that a solution of the German question chiefly depends only on 
the factors existing in Germany. We permit ourselves to state the fol- 
lowing: Naturally the solution of the German question depends on 
various factors. The main factor, however, not to include the German 
working class and its organizations and the German people in these 
factors, means a renunciation of any German policy. 

On this question we are in agreement with Willy Brandt: Nothing of 
importance will happen in the German question as long as the Germans 


a7 


themselves do nothing about it. We should only like to add that nothing 
of importance will happen in the German question, as long as the two 
German states do not make joint efforts to that end. Nobody can relieve 
them of this task, also not the victorious powers of the Second World War. 


Dear Comrades! 


The reply of the SPD Executive reproaches us of wanting “‘to abolish the 
fundamentals of a liberal democratic order’ in West Germany. Naturally 
this is not the case. Even in the opinion of many West German trade 
unionists, social democrats, bourgeois politicians and scientists, demo- 
cracy has been undermined in West Germany-not by us but by the 
restorative forces in West Germany. 

We recall that at one time there was a Weimar Constitution which also 
contained many democratic principles. But they were systematically and 
increasingly restricted by the big capitalists, big landowners, the mon- 
archist officers and generals, by the monarchist judges, by a reactionary 
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press and later by Briining, Papen and Schleicher and finally completely 
destroyed by Hitler. Not a few West Germans consider the West German 
presence the analogy of the path which led to Hitler and to war. 

Why then are we so concerned about developments in West Germany? 
The SPD itself declared in its Godesberg program in 1959: “Those who 
dispose over values to the tune of millions and who rule over tens of 
thousands of employees not only manage the economy, they also exercise 
power over the people, the dependency of the workers and employees 
extends far beyond the economic-material issue... With their power in- 
creased still more by cartels and associations, the leading men of big 
industry are gaining an influence on the state and politics which is not 
compatible with democratic principles. They usurp the state power. 
Economic power becomes political power.” 

That was written in 1959. Has anything since changed for the better? 
On the contrary. The connection of the economic power of the big mono- 
polies with their domination over politics and society has progressed 
further. The West German economy is being ruled in an absolutist way 
by a small number of big capitalists. One gesture from them and tens of 
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thousands of miners lose their jobs. The mine bosses receive millions in 
premiums for it. 

The top positions in the state apparatus are occupied by reactionary 
forces which to a large extent are still connected with the nazi regime. 
The place of the monarchist judges of the Weimar period has been taken 
by Hitler’s legal underlings. They occupy vital positions in the West Ger- 
man judiciary. At the head of the West German Bundeswehr are Hitler’s 
officers who served him until the very last. After the First World War it 
was said that the Kaiser went and the generals remained. Today one must 
say of West Germany that Hitler disappeared but his war economy 
leaders and his generals are still there. The ordinary soldiers were and 
are the sons of workers and peasants. Among them are many social 
democrats. But already even the young officers, the lieutenants, are 
75 per cent on the side of the CDU/CSU. They have been educated in the 
spirit of revanchism and are ready to shoot not only on the Germans in 
the GDR but also on the West German workers, social democrats and 
trade unionists. All of which is in the spirit and tradition of German 
militarism. 
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The largest part of the West German press is in the hands of reaction- 
ary big capitalists. A new Hugenberg, Herr Springer dominates an ever 
increasing part of the newspapers and periodicals. Is it not frightening 
that a party such as the SPD, which has more than 13 million electors 
and more than 700,000 members, has to date not been in a position to 
break this capitalist monopoly of public opinion-making? The well- 
known West German bourgeois journalist Paul Sethe has come to the 
conclusion on West Germany: ‘Press freedom is the freedom of 200 rich 
people to spread their opinion. Anyone who is rich is free...” 

And the process of undermining the fundamental democratic laws is 
progressing. New dangers arise out of the emergency legislation, the 
striving for co-disposal and co-possession of atomic arms, from the 
planned financial reform which is to further reduce the rights of the 
communities and provinces. 

And all this taken together is being served to the West Germans as 
“formed society”. 

The fact that an obviously neo-fascist party has an increasing run in 
some West German cities and was able to win nine per cent of all votes 
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ought to be a signal for vigilance for all social democrats and trade 
unionists who consciously experienced developments in the Weimar Re- 
public. It is noteworthy that this neo-fascist party has the strongest 
support in the old traditional places of German fascism. 

But a German workers’ party, rich in tradition, the Communist Party 
of Germany, which has made big sacrifices in the struggle against fascism 
and war, has been banned in West Germany. Its members and followers 
are persecuted by the police. For this reason it is tremendously difficult 
for this party to participate in the public discussion on the German 
questions and to make its contribution. 

We have different conceptions of a democratic development. We would 
have fewer worries if the democratic rights laid down in the Bonn Basic 
Law actually determined developments in West Germany. We cannot 
quite understand the recommendation to use this kind of democracy as 
a pattern. 

The more the anti-democratic forces gain the upper hand in West 
Germany, the more difficult a unification of the two German states is going 
to be. In this development, and not in the existence of a frontier between 
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the two German states, lies the acute danger. Added to this is the ever 
stronger participation of the West German government in the barbaric 
US war against the liberty and the right of self-determination of the 
Vietnamese people. It could involve West Germany in the horrors of 
war. If the restorative forces were able to rule over the whole of Ger- 
many, then very likely war in Europe would already be a fact. 


Dear Comrades, 


We are requested in the Open Reply to cease chicanery against West 
Berlin. We do not practise a policy of chicanery against West Berlin. We 
also do not wish to open old wounds and discuss what has been done to 
us through the misuse of West Berlin as a tool of cold war against the 
German Democratic Republic. That is a dark chapter. 

A rapprochement between the German Democratic Republic and West 
Berlin can take place objectively when the misuse of West Berlin has 
ceased. West Berlin is not a province of the West German Federal Re- 
public and will never belong to the West German Federal Republic. Any 
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attempt to change the status quo is laden with dangers and material for 
future conflicts. West Berlin is a special area on the territory of the GDR 
under occupational regime. Those who consider West Berlin as a “thorn 
in the side of the GDR”, as the “cheapest atomic bomb”, as a “‘disturber 
of the peace” should not lament the fact that the government of the GDR 
is protecting the peaceful work and security of its citizens. 

We cannot and shall not allow West Berlin to be used by militarist 
circles and arsonists against the GDR. Our relations with West Berlin 
can—with due consideration for the interests of the people of West Ber- 
lin—be quite amicable. That is our desire. But to this end it is necessary 
to ban cold war from West Berlin forever. 

In this connection we should like to remind you that it was our party 
and the government of the German Democratic Republic whose initiative 
and patience made possible the permit agreements in spite of the antago- 
nism of the enemies of relaxation of tension who are in power. 

There is much talk about humanity and human relations in the reply 
of the party leaders of the SPD. We are of the opinion that it is also 
necessary to speak frankly about this subject. 
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The socialism which we are building on German soil is based on the 
principles of humanity. This distinguishes socialism from capitalism. The 
idea of humanity has always been in the foreground in the history of 
socialism. The history of capitalism, including its abominable wars, is 
a chain of inhumanities. Humanity has to be protected against the in- 
humanities. And that is what we are doing. 

No one can remain unaware of the fact that as a result of the division 
of Germany by the imperialist western powers and by West German big 
capital not a few human relations have been disrupted in Germany. And 
if the policy of hostility toward the GDR, the policy of atomic armament, 
the policy of cold war and revision of the borders which have existed 
for 20 years are continued, there is, unfortunately, little prospect of elim- 
inating these disruptions of human relations. 

Indeed, the relations between the citizens of the two German states, 
including private travel, are strained to the utmost by the policy of 
hostility toward the GDR. Such problems can only be solved between the 
governments of the two German states within the framework of the 
normalization of relations between them. 
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It would be very useful and purposeful if in the meantime the SPD 
would put its efforts behind the attempts to eliminate the discrimination 
against GDR citizens in their travels to the West German Federal Re- 
public and to other NATO countries. 

The atmosphere is constantly being polluted when citizens of the GDR 
are subjected to degrading procedures ordered by the West German 
government, when sportsmen are prevented from taking part in compe- 
titive matches because their sports clothing does not appeal to the West 
German police, when citizens of the GDR are arbitrarily arrested and 
deported across the border as “undesirable aliens”. These are police state 
methods and not means to promote human relations. 

GDR citizens are aware of this state of affairs. They have been con- 
structing socialism for thirteen years after the founding of the two Ger- 
man states, under difficult conditions and while the border was open. This 
open border was used through the misuse of West Berlin to rob the Ger- 
man Democratic Republic and its citizens of values amounting to thou- 
sands of millions of marks. The well-known West German scientist and 
former SPD Bundestag member, Professor Baade, has estimated that in 
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this manner damage to the order of 85 thousand million marks has been 
incurred by the GDR and its citizens. Our calculation is much higher. 

We have not forgotten and shall not forget, how, supported and guided 
by the government of the West German Federal Republic, systematic 
attempts were made to disorganize the health system of the GDR by 
enticing medical specialists. This disruptive activity was systematically 
concentrated on individual towns and boroughs and great damage was 
caused. In the end it was the GDR citizen requiring medical care who 
suffered. We survived these attacks on our health system. There are 
similar examples in many fields. 

We do not wish to examine here the part played in the past and still 
being played by organizations close to the SPD, not least in West Berlin, 
in the systematic campaign of injuring the GDR and its citizens. 

In any case we do not intend to facilitate in any way the new attempts 
of the government of the West German Federal Republic to enrich itself 
at the expense of the population of the GDR. The involuntary blood 
donor for the rich West German Federal Republic has realized, late, but 
still in time, that he needs his blood himself. Since 13 August 1961 and 
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thanks to the measures taken then, our economy and the standard of 
living have been considerably consolidated and improved. 

The citizens of the GDR are also consciously making personal sacri- 
fices in order to promote the stability of the development reached by the 
safeguarding of our borders and thus serving the maintenance of peace 
and also understanding between the German states. 

By the way: the open border existed for 13 years and in spite of it 
there was neither rapprochement nor understanding between the workers’ 
parties or the German states. Therefore the border cannot be the cause 
of the tensions. 

Concerning the relations between the citizens of the two German states 
our opinion is that there is no hindrance on our part to the open dis- 
cussion between German workers from the GDR and the Federal Republic 
across all existing borders. It would also be good if our assumption were 
correct that with the open reply of the SPD Executive to our Open Letter 
the ban on contacts between the members, organizations and leadership 
of the SPD and SED were also lifted. In any case it is not the border but 
the wall of cold war and anti-communism which prevents contacts. 
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We have frontiers like every other state. Like every other state we too 
demand that our borders and our laws be respected. We are going to. see 
to that. This is true in all countries. Nobody who respects the legal order 
of the GDR will have a single hair displaced. But people who obey the 
criminal demand to violate our borders and laws, who believe in the 
foolish propaganda that there is no such state as the GDR and one need 
not respect its border, they risk their heads. There can be no change in 
this respect. 

The regime at a border, however, always adjusts itself to relations 
between the states, which it separates. If these relations are of a friendly 
nature then the border regime can also be friendly and generous. If, 
however, from West Germany and West Berlin, as happens repeatedly, 
the attempt is made to negate our borders, to disregard them and our 
legality then, naturally, it is necessary for the German Democratic Re- 
public to take the appropriate measures. They protect our state, our 
people and prevent dangerous conflicts. 

For this reason we do not intend to change our secure border into an 
insecure one. 
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The West German social democrats ought to be interested in and work 
to see that nobody is induced to cause border incidents which could 
easily have dangerous consequences. 


Dear Comrades, 


In the reply of the SPD Executive to our Open Letter nothing is said, 
either, as to how you conceive a united Germany. Much depends on the 
reply to this question. We stated in our Open Letter: We ask who is 
authorized to exercise political power in Germany? Is it to be the working 
class as the strongest class of society with its allies, the peasantry, the 
intellectuals, the craftsmen and the democratic, anti-imperialist circles of 
the bourgeoisie, too? Or is it to be the one hundred families of the multi- 
millionaires who at present direct all decisive power positions in the 
state and economy, army and police, justice and foreign policy in the 
West German Federal Republic with the many levers of their powerful 
monopoly apparatus and also influence what is called public opinion? 
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There is full clarity on these questions with us. The unification of the 
German states is to serve peace and not revanchism and war. It is to 
strengthen the peace potential of the German nation and never the war 
potential. In a future united Germany not the big propertied bourgeoisie 
is to exercise sole power and treat the workers in an offhand manner as 
happens today in the Ruhr district, for example. The unification of the 
German states must serve the prosperity of their citizens and must not 
lead to an increase of power of the monopolies, of reaction and the mili- 
tarists. It would be very useful in the interest of a fruitful discussion on 
the German question if social democracy would reply to these questions 
before the public. 


What is the question today? 


The claim to sole representation of the West German Federal Republic 
which is still maintained in the reply of the SPD Executive is an element 
of the petrifying of the division of Germany. The last seventeen years 
show where it leads when one does not want to take note of the fact that 
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two German states exist which must reach agreement with one another. 
In social democratic circles in West Germany one rightfully spoke of a 
new crucial test in which the working class and its social organizations 
must not fail. But when the policy of the West German Federal Republic 
towards the other German state remains as it is there will not be one step 
of progress in the German question in the next seventeen years, either, 
even after four or five more Bundestag elections. 

But how can the situation be changed if the workers and their political 
parties and organizations in West Germany as well as in the German 
Democratic Republic do not make allowance for the indisputable fact of 
the existence of two German states in order to jointly melt the ice of the 
cold war? 

The West German social democrats should understand that the big 
employers, their associations and their government naturally are not at 
all interested in a solution which does not include the supremacy of their 
class over the GDR, too. But this is intolerable not only for the working 
class but for the entire people of the German Democratic Republic. It 
would also be the greatest danger to peace. 
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If unification of the two German states is to be attained, the working- 
class parties and the working-class organizations must take the initiative. 

We in the German Democratic Republic have set up a democratic 
system through the strength of the working class and the entire people 
and are now building socialism. Many demands for which German social 
democracy has fought for decades have been met here. The large enter- 
prises are owned by the people. The workers take part in the planning 
and management of the economy. The land of the big landowners belongs 
to those who cultivate it. The educational privilege of the rich is broken. 
The equality of rights of women has been established. All young people 
have the same opportunities. We consider it probable that the West Ger- 
man working class will not repeat the way of the working class of the 
German Democratic Republic, for in the final analysis different prere- 
quisites exist today than twenty and seventeen years ago. The existence 
of a socialist German state enables the West Germans to solve many 
questions of the necessary democratic transformation of society in a 
different and, we hope, easier way than we had to do it under the difficult 
conditions of our beginning. 
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Whatever the way of the West German working class and its allies 
will be, it seems clear in any case that the relationship of the West German 
working-class parties and working-class organizations to the German 
Democratic Republic cannot be one of hostility. Certainly it would be 
beneficial if the West German working-class parties and organizations 
would carefully study our development. Perhaps they may yet find 
something out of our experiences that could also be useful for West 
Germany. 

A decision can naturally be made only by the West German working 
class. In any case we do not think that only one party can set the fashion 
in a united Germany. We therefore expressly said in our Open Letter 
that the future united Germany should “be characterized by the ideas and 
conceptions of the SED and the SPD and all those Germans who sincerely 
cooperate in the great task of overcoming the devision and forming 
Germany anew.” We can also imagine that through our cooperation 
a program could finally be made the subject of public discussion 
on what the future Germany which we want to strive for together 
will look like. 
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To the reproach contained in the open reply of the SPD Executive that 
the SED seeks a monopoly position we can only say that the SED is 
the leading political party in the GDR as well as in the government. But 
it neither has a monopoly position nor does it strive for one. As is well 
known, there are five parties in the GDR which cooperate on a voluntary 
basis. 

Whatever the future may be like nothing can be achieved if the 
working-class parties of the two German states do not sit down and 
discuss all questions and problems, on the road to take and the goal, in a 
free and open manner. 

We are also convinced that the big majority of the West German 
population would be grateful to the SPD if it takes the initiative in the 
normalization of relations between the two German states. This would 
at the same time be the way to solve many problems moving the people 
which, however, cannot be solved under the present hardened conditions. 

We have noted with interest the proposal of the SPD Executive for 
joint meetings in the two German states at which the two points of view 
could be set forth openly. 
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The Central Committee of the SED proposes taking the first step soon 
with a practical example, and at the same time gathering experiences. 


Pursuing the ideas of the SPD we propose that representatives of 
the SPD and the SED speak at an SED event in Karl Marx Stadt. 

We turther propose that at an SPD event in Essen representatives of 
the SED and the SPD also speak. 

We can promise that the speakers delegated by the Social Democratic 
Party will have tull personal security and freedom to speak. 

We propose that the SPD Executive checks with the competent 
ministries of the interior of the West German Federal Republic that 
such a meeting can take place in Essen without hindrance and that the 
speakers delegated by the SED will also enjoy tull security and treedom 
to speak. 


After the experiences of the first attempt further steps could then be 
deliberated and agreed upon between the SPD Executive and the Central 
Committee of the SED. 

We await a reply from the SPD to our proposal. 
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As concerns similar events of other parties we do not feel authorized 
to speak for the CDU, the LDPD (Liberal Democratic Party of Germany) 
and the NDPD (National Democratic Party of Germany), the DBD 
(Democratic Farmers’ Party of Germany) and for the democratic mass 
organizations of the GDR. Should the West German CDU or FDP or 
other parties or organizations wish to carry through similar joint events 
they should contact the corresponding parties or organizations in the 
German Democratic Republic, reach agreement with them and take the 
necessary steps with the competent authorities on either side. 

In addition, we renew our proposals that the SED and the SPD agree 
on joint conceptions for the convocation of a big all-German deliberation. 

Naturally there are many questions yet which we must discuss together. 
All beginnings are difficult. But all difficulties can be overcome step by 
step if there is a will to settle questions at issue and to jointly arrive at 
that harbour where the good future of the German people is located. The 
way to it is marked by the ending of the hostile relationship between the 
two German states and the turning over of a new page in the book of 
German history. 
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Who should have greater responsibility in this process than we our- 
selves, the biggest parties of the two German states? You can be assured, 
dear social democratic comrades, that despite all still existing antagonisms 
we shall continue to work in the spirit which permeates our Open Letter. 
It cannot be a question between the SED and SPD that one party wins 
over the other, but we must win together, both of us, for the benefit of 
the German working class and the happy future of the German people. 


With socialist greetings, 


Central Committe of the Socialist Unity Party of Germany 


Walter Ulbricht 
First Secretary 
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